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tlrbig out of th*, if that is possible strou the arf-touis alone. 
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would really do no nor than prove 


bullet nc till, fig deal, huh? 
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jrv«r i-iiforKa^ion only, end I don’t issni it saoad around now, I do har» gnw 
repordsroporttns other spectro^uMe •nunL'.otlon ttey still have not etovidodl 2*a 
new tutting i* all together for either a deposition or if that is refused, m affidavit. 


Best wishes. 



